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another,   ethical   sentences    cannot    claim    any    objective
validity.

The distinctive features of ethical sentences are supposedly
stated that ethical words cannot be defined in terms of natural
characteristics. Actually the peculiarities of ethical language do
not lie in the fact that it describes a realm beyond nature but in
the fact that it does not describe at all Once it is admitted
that some languages are nondescriptive, it becomes possible to
say that ethical language belongs to this nondescriptive part of
language. In short, one cannot conclude that ethical sentences
must be descriptive on the ground that all meaningful languages
are descriptive. Of course there are many meaningful sentences
which do not describe anything. Questions, imperatives and
exclamations are obvious illustrations of this fact. Questions*
imperatives and exclamations cannot be said to be either true or
false.

Emotive meaning is that property of words or sentences by
which they express or evoke feelings, emotions, desires or
volitions. Expressing a feeling in the way that saying 'ouch*
differs from saying *I am in pain*. But both the expression and
description did not communicate the actual event to the hearer.
Similarly the words 'hurrah', 'alas* release the same emotions
with equal directness. If emotive meaning is defined positively,
as expressing emotions or issuing commands, for example, thaa
it does not follow that ethical sentences have emotive meaning
simply because they do not have descriptive meaning. It would
follow, if we could assume that language performs just two
functions, describing and emoting, but it is becoming increasingly
apparent that language has great many distinct functions.

Thus the meaning of ethical senteices are primarily emotive
rather than descriptive. For when two people dispute about some
ethical statements they are disagreeing* in attitude rafteer than
4>elief. Ethical disagrees^ fedisagceemesnl^
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